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suggestions have merits and drawbacks, however "Paleo-Inuit" is probably the most elegant, mainly because it is simply a direct translation of "Paleo-Eskimo," substituting Inuit as the root. It also directly reflects the temporal relationship of this tradition to Inuit-with "Paleo" simply meaning "old."
It turns out that the Inuit Circumpolar Council (ICC), the organization representing all Inuit, Inuvialuit, Iñupiat, and Yupik peoples from Greenland to Chukotka, is ahead of us on this issue. ICC Resolution 2010 -01 explicitly advocates changing Paleo-Eskimo to "paleo-Inuit," citing a number of factors, but most importantly, "the rights of an indigenous people to self-identify… [and] the rights of indigenous peoples to full realization of their social and cultural identity, their customs and traditions" (ICC, 2010) . This is a constructive resolution, meant to help archaeologists come up with a consistent term that does not use the root "Eskimo." I therefore strongly suggest we collectively switch to this term-it makes sense at a fundamental level that we follow the ICC's lead on the naming of Arctic cultural entities. The only small augmentation needed is to use an upper case "P" in Paleo, to match archaeological convention in naming major traditions. Furthermore, I would urge us to agree on a single spelling-Paleo-Inuitrather than toying with alternatives such as Paleoinuit, Palaeo-Inuit, or Palaeoinuit.
This leads, inevitably, to the question of what to call the comparable traditions in the western Arctic, consisting mainly of coastal northwest Alaska and Chukotka. Here, the sequence of archaeological cultures is more complex than the eastern Arctic version, in large part because of more frequent interactions with neighboring Subarctic and Bering Sea peoples. There is also less agreement on how to label these traditions; and the term "Paleo-Eskimo" is used less frequently than in the eastern Arctic, while "Arctic Small Tool tradition" is used more often. My own preference would be simply to use the same terms. Thus, Denbigh Flint Complex, Choris, Norton, and Ipiutak would be considered part of the Paleo-Inuit tradition; and Old Bering Sea, Punuk, Birnirk, and Thule, part of the Inuit tradition. This scheme has the advantage of clearly indicating parallels between the western and eastern Arctic sequences, as well as the elegance of being consistent with the ICC Resolution. It is important to reiterate that the ICC represents all of the peoples of the macro-region, from Chukotka to Greenland, including Yupik and Iñupiat, not just those who currently self-identify as "Inuit." However, issues as fundamental as terminology need to be resolved by consensus, so I wish my Alaskan and Chukotkan colleagues the best of luck if they choose to have this conversation.
In sum, Arctic archaeologists should follow the lead of the Inuit Circumpolar Council. While the use of the term "Inuit" to label the most recent tradition seems obvious, we should also refer to the preceding tradition not as Paleo-Eskimo, but as Paleo-Inuit.
